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Dear MS. 0 ' Donne11 : 

My client, Winchester Municipal Utilities (hereinafter 
" W M l J " ) ,  has received a copy of a letter dated June 5, 2005, from 
East Clark County Water District (hereinafter 'IECCWD") relative 
to a "correction to East Clark County Water District's tariff" 
insofar as it relates to the wholesale rates to WMU (See Exhibit 
1 hereto). As the Public Service Commission (hereinafter 
"Commission") is aware, there is a Water Purchase Agreement 
between WMU and ECCWD dated July 15, 1999, a copy of which is 
attached hereto as Exhibit 2 (hereinafter "Contract"). The 
Contract was accepted by the Commission on January 20, 2000 in 
Contract Filing No. C60-1592 (See copy of March 1, 2000 letter 
attached hereto as Exhibit 3). 

The proposed correction by ECCWD is an attempt to 
unilaterally modify the terms of the Contract. 

Moreover, no prior notice was received by WMU o f  ECCWD's 
attempt to eliminate its wholesale rate to WMLS in Case No. 2004- 
00455. At no time did WMU consent to the abolishment of its 
wholesale rate, or the modification of the Contract mentioned 
above. 

WMU was informed in November 2004 that ECCWD intended to 
file a new rate tariff f o r  its retail customers, and in fact WMU 
delayed its filing of its revised tariff to implement. the 
contractual increases provided in the Contract until such a time 
as ECCWD had an opportunity to file and have approved a new 
tariff to pass along its contractual rate increases to its retail 
customers. This ECChD revised tariff was approved by the 
Commission in Case No. 2004-00455 by Orders entered December 22, 
2004 and January 6, 2005 (See Exhibit 4 hereto). 












































